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TO THE COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS: 

Applicants respectfully request that the above-identified application be re-examined. 

The final Office Action mailed on December 30, 2005 ("Office Action"), finally rejected 
Claims 1-34. Claims 1, 3, 5-8, 10, 11, 14-16, 18-28, and 30-33 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 102(e) as being fully anticipated by the teachings of U.S. Patent No. 6,698,012 Bl, issued to 
Kossatchev et al. ("Kossatchev"). 

Claims 2, 4, 9, 12, 13, 17, 29, and 34 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable in view of the teachings of Kossatchev taken in view of the teachings of U.S. Patent 
No. 6,754,850 B2, issued to Grey et al. ("Grey"). 

Applicants wish to thank the Examiner for his time during an Examiner interview, 
conducted by telephone, on February 21, 2006, at 1:00 p.m. During the interview, the Examiner 
mentioned the rejection of Claims 1-34 under 35 U.S.C. § 101. Applicants' attorney noted that 
the Office Action did not include rejection of claims under 35 U.S.C. § 101 and, hence, the 
applicants considered this ground of rejection withdrawn as a result of the argument presented in 
response to the first Office Action. Applicants' attorney suggested that if the Examiner still 
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